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Abstract

We study the properties of fluctuation for the free energies and internal energies of
two spin glass systems that differ for having some set of interactions flipped. We
show that their difference has a variance that grows like the volume of the flipped
region. Using a new interpolation method, which extends to the entire circle the
standard interpolation technique, we show by integration by parts that the bound
imply new overlap identities for the equilibrium state. As a side result the case of the
non-interacting random field is analyzed and the triviality of its overlap distribution

proved.
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1 Introduction and results

In this paper we investigate a new method to obtain overlap identities for the spin glass
models. The strategy we use is the exploitation of a bound on the fluctuations of a
quantity that compares a system with some Gaussian disorder with the system at a flipped
(J — —J) disorder. While the disordered averages are symmetric by interaction flip due
to the symmetry of the distribution, the difference among them is an interesting random
variable whose variance can be shown to grow at most like the volume (for extensive
quantities).

The identities are then deduced using some form of integration by parts in the same
perspective in which they appear from stochastic stability [AC] or the Ghirlanda Guerra
method [GG]J in the mean field case or, more recently, for short range finite dimensional
models [CGi, CGi2] (see also [T, B]).

The interest of obtaining further information from the method of the identities lies
on the fact that they provide a constraint for the overlap moments (or their distribution)
and have the potential to reduce its degrees of freedom toward, possibly, a mean field
structure like it is expected to have the Sherrington Kirkpatrick model.

More specifically the results of this paper consist of overlap identities for the quenched
state which interpolate between a Gaussian spin glass and the system where the couplings
in a subvolume (possibly coinciding with the whole volume) have been flipped. The inter-
polation is obtained by extending to the whole circle the Guerra Toninelli interpolation
[GT]. The bounds are derived from the concentration properties of the difference of the
free energy per particle in the two settings, original and flipped.

As an example, one may consider the result which is stated in [NS] (and quoted there
as proved by Aizenman and Fisher) for the difference AF' between the free energy of the
Edwards-Anderson model on a d-dimensional lattice with linear size L and a volume L4
when going from periodic to antiperiodic boundary conditions on the hyperplane which is
orthogonal to (say) the z-direction. The mentioned property is a bound for the variance
of this quantity which grows no more than the volume of the hyperplane. Such an upper

bound is equivalent to a bound for the stiffness exponent 6 < (d—1)/2 [SY, BM, FH] (See



also the discussion of that exponent in [vE]). Although that bound is not expected to be
saturated we prove here that it implies an identity for the equilibrium quantities. When
expressed in terms of spin variables some of the overlap identities that we find generalize
the structure of truncated correlation function that appear in [Te] whose behaviour in the
volume is related to the low temperature phase properties of the model. Consequences of
our bound can also be seen at the level of the difference of internal energies. This second
set of identities contains as a particular case some of the Ghirlanda-Guerra identities.

A quite interesting result, from the mathematical physics perspective, is provided by
the analysis of the identities for the random field model without interaction. We show
here that the new set of identities that we derive (and explicitly test) when considered
together with the Ghirlanda Guerra ones provide a simple proof of triviality of the model
i.e. the proof that the overlap is a non fluctuating quantity. We plan to apply the same
method to the investigation of the random field model with ferromagnetic interactions.

The plan of the paper is the following. In the next section we define the setting of
Gaussian spin glasses that we consider. Then in section 3 we prove a lemma for the first
two moments of the difference of free energies. This is obtained by studying a suitable
interpolation on the circle for the linear combination of two independent Hamiltonians.
Section 4 contains the proof of the concentration of measure results. The main results are
given in section 5 and 6, where the new overlap identities are stated. Finally in section 7
we study the case of the random field model and shows how to derive the triviality of the

model without making use of the explicit solution.

2 Definitions

We consider a disordered model of Ising configurations o, = +1, n € A C L for some
subset A (volume |A|) of a lattice £. We denote by ¥, the set of all 0 = {0, }nea, and

1¥a| = 2A1. In the sequel the following definitions will be used.

1. Hamiltonian.

For every A C L let {H(0)}sex, be a family of 2/A1 translation invariant (in



distribution) Gaussian random variables defined, in analogy with [RU], according

to the general representation
HA(U) = — Z JXo'X

where

UX:HUia

ieX
(g = 0) and the J’s are independent Gaussian variables with mean

AV(J)() =0 5

and variance
AV(J)z() = Aﬁ( .

Given any subset A’ C A, we also write

Ha(o) = Hn(0) + Hyw(0)

where
Hy (o) = — Z Jxox, Hyw(o)=— Z Jxox ,
XCcN XCA
Xg AN
and

HA,AI(U) = —HAI(U) + HA\A/(U)

(2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(2.4)

(2.7)

will denote the Hamiltonian with the J couplings inside the region A’ that have

been flipped.

. Average and Covariance matriz.

The Hamiltonian H, (o) has covariance matrix
Calo,T) = Av(Hp(o)Ha(T))

= E Ag(dex.

XCA

By the Schwarz inequality

Calo, )| < VCalo,0)V/Calr,m) = Y A%

XCA

for all o and 7.

(2.8)



3. Thermodynamic Stability.
The Hamiltonian (2.1) is thermodynamically stable if there exists a constant ¢ such

that
sup S Z A3 < ¢ < o00. (2.10)
ACL A| XCA * -

Thanks to the relation (2.9) a thermodynamically stable model fulfills the bound
Calo,7) < €A (2.11)

and has an order 1 normalized covariance

1
calo,m) = WCA(U,T). (2.12)
4. Random partition function.
ZN(B) = Z e PHAL) = Z e~ PHn (@) =B (o) (2.13)
[ =PITN ISP
Zyn(B) = Z e BHA N () = Z eBHN (0)=BHp\pr (9) (2.14)
[ SPITN SPIT
5. Random free energy/pressure.
—BFa(B) = Pa(B) == InZ,4(B), (2.15)
—BFan(B) == Pan(B) == InZyn(B) . (2.16)

6. Random internal energy.

Zae Sa HA(U)e_BHA(U)
2gex, €N

ZU HA,A’(U)Q_BHA’AI (o)

U p(B) = Zo=a . (2.18)

Z e~ PHa A (0)
gE XA

Un(B) = (2.17)

7. Quenched free energy/pressure.
_BFA(B) = PA(B) == Av(Pa(8)) . (2.19)

_BFA,A’(B) = PAJ\/(ﬁ) = AV(PAA/(B)) . (220)



8. R-product random Boltzmann-Gibbs state.

= BUHA(D) 4+ Ha ()]

W)= Y O g (2.21)

oD

.....

9. Quenched equilibrium state.
(=)a =Av(Q(-)) - (2.22)

10. Observables.
For any smooth bounded function G(ca) (without loss of generality we consider
|G| <1 and no assumption of permutation invariance on G is made) of the covari-
ance matrix entries we introduce the random (with respect to (—)) R x R matrix

of elements {qx,;} (called generalized overlap) by the formula
(G(q)) = Av(QG(cn))) - (2.23)

E.g.: Gepy) = ca(oW,0@)ep(0®, 0®)

BT, Ha(o®)]

[Z(P)?

(qi2g23) = Av Z (0D, e@ep (0@, o) (2.24)

() o(2) 5(3)

Remark: In the following, whenever there is no risk of confusion, the volume dependency

in the quenched state or in the thermodynamic quantities will be dropped.

3 Preliminary: interpolation on the circle

Let & = {&}<icn and n = {n;}1<i<, be two independent families of centered Gaussian

random variables, each having covariance matrix C, i.e.
Av(&g;) = Ciy

Av(nm;) = Cij
Av(&m;) = 0. (3.25)



Consider the following linear combination of £ and 7

zi(t) = f(t)& + g(t)n;

where the parameter ¢ € [a,b] C R and the two functions f(t), g(¢) take real values subject

to the constraint
fA)?+gt)?=1. (3.26)

Chosing f(t) = cos(t), g(t) = sin(t) we obtain:
x;(t) = cos(t) & + sin(t) n;.

Because of the constraint (3.26), for any given time t € [a, b, the new centered Gaussian

family x(t) = {2;(t) }1<i<n has the same covariance structure of £ and #:
Av(ai(t)z;(t) = Cij,

and hence the same distribution, independently of ¢ (i.e. z(t) is a stationary Gaussian
process).

In the abstract set-up described above, we regard z(t) as an interpolating Hamiltonian
which is a linear combination of the random Hamiltonians ¢ and 7, with ¢-dependent
weights that are the coordinates of a point on the circle of unit radius.® We introduce the

interpolating random pressure

P(t)=InZ(t anex’(t : (3.27)

and the notation (C2):s to denote the expectation of the covariance matrix in the de-
formed quenched state constructed from two independent copies with Boltzmann weights
x(t), respectively z(s). Namely:

zi(t)+z;(s)

(Cr2)es —AvZCJZ()Z() . (3.28)

Tt is probably worth noting that any other parametrization of the unit circle would lead to the same

expression as in (3.31).
2Here, in defining the interpolating (random) pressure, we absorb the temperature in the Hamiltonian.

7



The definition is extended in the obvious way to more than two copies. We will be
interested in the random variable given by the difference of the pressures evaluated at the

boundaries values
X(a,b) =P(b) —Pl(a) . (3.29)

The following lemma gives an explicit expression for the first two moments of this random

variable.
Lemma 1 For the random variable X (a,b) defined above we have

Av(X(a,b)) =0 (3.30)
and

AV[(X(a,b))?] = / / dt ds ki (t, s)(Cha)rs (3.31)

- / / dt ds ka(t, s) [(CF )ts — 2(C12Ca3) s 1,5 + (C12C34)1,6,5.t]
with
ki(t,s) = cos(t — s), ko(t,s) = sin®(t — s). (3.32)
Proof. The stationarity of the Gaussian process x(t) implies that Av(P(t)) is independent

of ¢, this proves (3.30). As far as the computation of the second moment is concerned,

starting from

Av(X(a,b)) = / dtAV(P' (1) / dtZAv( At;) (3.33)

a

we have

AV[(X(a, )] = / i /  dsAv(P (P (5))
_ / dt / ds ZAV( (5)5 ((:;E;;). (3.34)

i,7=1
The computation of the average in the rightmost term of the previous formula, which is

reported in Appendix 1, gives

emi(t)-l-mj(s)
Av <I2(t)x;(8)m> cos(t — s)(Cr2)1,s

— sinz(s — t) (< 0122 >ts -2 < 012023 >t + < 012034 >t,s,s,t) (335)

8



proving (3.31). O

4 Bound on the fluctuations of the free energy dif-
ference

It is a well established fact that the random free energy per particles of Gaussian spin
glasses satisfies concentration inequalities, implying in particular self-averaging. Here
we prove that the same result holds for the variation in the random free energy (or

equivalently the random pressure)
Xanr =Pa —Pan (4.36)

induced by the change of the signs of the interaction in the subset A’ C A. In general, the
fact that the random free energy per particle concentrates around its mean as the system
volume increases of the free energy can be obtained either by martingales arguments
[PS, CGi2] or by general Gaussian concentration of measure [T, GT2]. Here we follow
the second approach. Our formulation applies to both mean field and finite dimensional
models and, for instance, includes the non summable interactions in finite dimensions
[KS] and the p-spin mean field model as well as the REM and GREM models.

Before stating the result, it is useful to notice that, as a consequence of the symmetry of

the Gaussian distribution, the variation of the random pressure has a zero average:
AV(XAJ\/) =0. (437)

Lemma 2 For every subset A C A the disorder fluctuation of the free energy variation

Xanr satisfies the following inequality: for all x > 0

:L.Q
P (|X\ | > < 2 —_— 4.
(IXan| = 2) < eXP( 87T520|A,|) (4.38)

with ¢ the constant in the thermodynamic stability condition (cfr. FEq. (2.10)). The

variance of the free energy variation satisfies the bound

Var(Xya) = Av(XF L) < 16mef? [N (4.39)



Proof. Consider an s > 0 and let x > 0. By Markov inequality, one has

P{Xya >} = P {exp[s&a] > exp(sz)}

< Av (exp[sXaa/]) exp(—sz) (4.40)
To bound the generating function
Av (exp[sXa ar]) (4.41)

one introduces, for a parameter ¢ € [0, 7], the following interpolating partition functions:

—p cos W (g)— ®) ()~ Bsin 2) o
Z+(t> — Z e B tHA/( ) BHA\A’( )—8 tHA/( )7 (442)
[ <PITN
(1) _ (3) p sin (2) p
Z_(t> — Z eBCOStHA/ (o) BHA\A’( )+8 tHA/( ) . (443)
oEXA

Here the hamiltonians Hl(\l,)(a), HI(\Q,)(U), H/(\?’\)A,(a), defined according to (2.6), depend
on three independent copies {Jg)}xc/\, {JQ’}X@, {JS)}XCA of the Gaussian disorder

characterized by (2.3),(2.4). Now we are ready to consider the interpolating function

6(t) = In Avs Av, {exp (s Avy {m ?8 }) } | (4.44)

where Avi{—}, Ava{—} and Avs{—} denote expectation with respect to the three inde-

pendent families of Gaussian variables Jx. It is immediate to verify that

#(0) =InAvexp[s Xy, (4.45)
and, using (4.37),
7r
é (§> ~0. (4.46)
This implies that
Av (exp[sXy a]) = e?O722) = ¢ Jo ¢'(0)dt (4.47)

On the other hand, the function ¢’(¢) can be easily bounded. Defining

K(t) = exp (s Avy {m gfgg }) (4.48)

10



the derivative is given by

¢'(t) = ¢ (t) + ¢ (t) (4.49)
where
o) - sAvg Avy {K(t)Avg {Zzi—((?)l}} o ) _sAngvl {K(t)Av2 {ZZi((tt))/}}
+ N A’UgAUl {K(t)} 7 - n AUgAUl {K(t)}
(4.50)
The first term in the derivative is
i sAvs Avy {K(t)Avg {ZUG 5, D1 (0) [5 sint H) (o) — ﬁCOStH(%)(U)} }} -
¢+( ) - A’U3AU1 {K(t)} ( ’ )
where
e—BcostH(l)( o)— BHI(:\)A,( )— Bsth( )(U)
+ _
pt (U> - Z+( ) (452)

Applying the integration by parts formula, a simple computation gives

Bsint Avs Av, { ) Avy {Zpt v }}

= —sp%sint cost AvsAv, {K(t) Z AL s (X)? + sj(X)st_(X)]}

XcN

— B%sint cost Avg Ay {K(t) Avy {ZCA’(Ua U)PZF(U)}}

+ B%sint cost AvgAv, {K(t) Avy {ZCN(U, T)pzr(a)pzr(T))}} (4.53)

o, T

and
—Bcost AvgAu, { ) Avy {Zp ) HD (0 } }
= sint cost AvsAuv, {K(t) A, {Z Ca(o,0)pf (0) } }
— sint cost Av, {K(t) Avsy {Z C (o, T)pj(a)pj(f))} } (4.54)
where

= Awvy {Z prj(a)} ;8 (X) = Avy {Z prt_(a)} (4.55)

11



and ,
(feost H) (o)—ﬁH/(j\) (@) +Bsint H (o)
(o) = ) 4.56
pt (0> Z_ (t) ( )

Taking the difference between (4.53) and (4.54) one finds that

AvsAvy {K () Y xcp Ak [s (X)? + s (X)s, (X))} '

| (t) = —s*#*sint cost 4.
¢ (1) s°B7sint cos Avs Ao {K (1)} (4.57)
With a similar computation one obtains also
, Avs Avy {K(8) Y- yon A% [s7 (X)? + 57 (X)s; (X))}
' (t) = —s*f%sint cost XcA T X ! ! 4.58
¢ (t) s°B7sint cos Avy Ao [K (@)} ,  (4.58)
then we conclude that
¢'(t) = —s*B%sint cost Avs Av {K(t) 2xcn Axlsi (X) + 57 (X)]z} (4.59)
Avg Av {K(t)} '
Using the thermodynamic stability condition (2.11), this yields
¢/(1)] < 45%cs || (4.60)
from which it follows, using (4.47)
Av (exp[sXan]) < exp (2% s |A']). (4.61)

Inserting this bound into the inequality (4.40) and optimizing over s one finally obtains

1'2
P (XA,A’ Z ,’L’) S exp <—m) . (462)

The proof of inequality (4.38) is completed by observing that one can repeat a similar

computation for P (X, o» < —x). The result for the variance (4.39) is then immediately

proved, thanks to (4.37), using the identity
Av (X3 ) = 2/ x P(|Xaar| > 2) dr . (4.63)
0

O

12



5 Overlap identities from the difference of free en-

ergy

We are now ready to state our first result.

Theorem 1 Given a volume A, consider the Guassian spin glass with Hamiltonian (2.1).
For a subvolume A" C A and a parameter t € [0, 7|, let

wi(=) =Y (=)e " W/z(1)

with

H,(t) = cos(t) H (o) + sin(t) HY () + Hyn(0)
be the Boltzmann-Gibbs state which interpolates between the system with Gaussian dis-
order and the system with a flipped disorder in the region A’ (H(l,) and H/(f,) are two
independent copies of the Hamiltonian in the subvolume N, Hp\n/(0) is the Hamilto-
nian in the remaining part of the volume, they are all independent). Then, the following

identities hold

lim / / dit ds sin®(s — 1) [{(el)?) e — 2etseds)ane + ot end] =0 (5.64)

AN T
where ((¢}5)?),s (and analogously for the other terms) is the overlap of region A’ C A in

the quenched state constructed form the interpolating Boltzmann-Gibbs state, e.q.

((c12)")es = Av(wiws(cRi(0,7))) -

Proof: The proof is obtained from a suitable combination of the results in the previous
sections. For a parameter ¢ € [0, 7] we consider the interpolating random pressure
P(t) =1In Z %o () +Hy\ar(0) (5.65)
TEXA

where

2o(t) = cos(t)H\) (o) + sin(t) H (o)

with Hl(\l,)(a), Hl(\z,)(a) two independent copies of the Hamiltonian for the subvolume A’ C

A. The boundaries values give the random pressure of the original system when ¢t = 0

13



and the random pressure of the system with the couplings J flipped on the subvolume A’
when t =7, i.e.
P(0) =Py,
P(ﬂ' ) = 'PA7 A -
Application of Lemma 1 with &, = H/(Xl,)(a) and 1, = H/(f,)(a) (the presence of the addi-

tional term Hx\a/(0) in the random interpolating pressure does not change the result in

the Lemma, as far as the quenched state is correctly interpreted) gives

Var(Py — Pan) = / / dt ds cos(s — t){c} 2) (5.66)
/ / dt ds sin®(s —t) [{(c} 2) Vs — 2<Cf20§,/3)s,t,s + <011\20§\,4>tsst]

On the other hand, Lemma (2) tell us that Var(Pyx—Pa a/) is bounded above by a constant
times the subvolume A’. As a consequence, the statement of the theorem follows. O

Remark: When expressed in terms of the spin variables the polynomial in the integral
(5.64) involves generalized truncated correlation functions. Indeed, for the model defined

in Section 2, we have the following expressions

(O = > A A w(0{ 0 )wi (0 ol?)
X,YCN
Wars(CP5C15) = > AZ A wi (0 )wn (0] 0w (o))
X)YCN
st C208) = D A AV (0} w0} )wi(oywr(y) (5.67)
X,YCN
thus
wrs((€1)%) = 2 We s (1908 3) + Wrssi(ClaChy) = (5.68)
1
e > AXAY [wiloxoy) — wilox)wi(oy)] [ws(oxoy) — ws(ox)ws(oy)]

X,YcN

where replica indices have been dropped. For the Edwards-Anderson model, which is
obtained with A% =1if X € B’ = {(n,n') € A'x A, |[n—n/| = 1} and A% = 0 otherwise,

the linear combination (5.68) of the moments of the link-overlap in the region A’ is written

14



in terms of truncated correlation functions, that is

’

wt,S((Cll\,/2)2) -2 ws,t,S(Cll\,;CS,l?,) + wt,s,s,t(c?,/zc?[:, ) =
1
> wilovoy) — wilon)wi(ow)] [ws(ovow) — walop)ws(ow)],  (5.69)
b,b' €B’

A2

with o, = 0,0/, if b= (n,n’) € B'.

6 Overlap identities from the difference of internal
energy

In this section we study the change in the internal energy after a flip of the couplings.
We consider only the case of the flip of all the couplings in the entire volume.
Let us consider two centered gaussian families & = {&}i<i<n, 7 = {Mi}1<i<n with

covariance structure given by

Av (&&5) = Av (min;) = Cij (6.70)

with C;; = N. We assume the thermodynamic stability condition to hold. It follows
that N is proportional to the volume. For example, in the case of the Edwards-Anderson
model on a d-dimensional lattice we would have N = d|A|. We introduce the random free

energies
Pe(B) = Z(B) =Y e ™, PyB)=ImZ, () =Ind> e (6.71)
with the random Boltzmann-Gibbs state we(—),w,(—) and their quenched versions:

(F)e = Avewe(—),  (=)n = Avywy(—). (6.72)

With a slight abuse of notation we will use the previous symbols also to denote the product
state acting on the replicated system. The free energy difference, obtained flipping the

hamiltonian 7,
X(B) = Pe(B) = Poy(B) =In) e ™ —In) e, (6.73)

15



has a (-derivative given by the difference between the internal energies:

X'(B) = —we(&) —wy(n). (6.74)

Using the symmetry of the distribution of 7, we have the identities?

Avewe(§) = =B(N — Avewe(Cr)) = =B(N — (C2)¢) (6.75)
Avyw_y(n) = BN — Avyw_y(C12)) = BN — (Ci2)y). (6.76)

The above formulae show that the disorder average of X’(/3) vanishes

Avey(X'(8)) = B({Cra)y = (Cra)e) =0, (6.77)

since, obviously, (Ci2), = (C12)e. Here C1 o = {C; ;}:; represents the covariance matrix
whose entries are regarded as configurations of two replicas labeled 1 and 2. Thus, using

the identity Av,(w_,(n)?) = Ave(we(§)?), we have that the variance of X’(3) is given by:
Ave ,(X'(8)%) = 2Ave(we(€)?) + 2Ave ,(we(&)w—y (1)) (6.78)

Using the integration by parts formula, we obtain that

o—BE—BE; o — € B¢
+A CiiC . (6.79
Vﬁ;Z I og. e [ Z¢(B)? } (079)

AVg (w5 AV5 Z CZ

The second term in the right-hand side of the previous formula requires a repeated appli-

cation of the integration by parts formula, which gives:

A c.c, e 2N C 2002
Vﬁ%:Z i,k Jfaé-éaé-k[ (5) :| B ( 2( 172>§)+5< 1,2>5

—652<Cl,202,3>§ + 652<Cl,203,4>§-

3Indeed, from the symmetry of the gaussian distribution, we have that for any function f(n) the
following equalities hold: Av, f(n) = Av,f(—n) = Av_,f(—n). In particular if g is a function of the
configurations of the replicated system, applying the previous remark to f(n) = wy(g) we obtain: (g),, =
Avywy(g9) = Avyw_y(9) = Av_yw_(9) = (g)—y-

These properties will be tacitly used several time in this section.

16



Since the first term in the right-side of (6.79) is quenched average of C 5, we conclude

that

Ave(we(§)®) = (Ci2) + B°N(N —2(C1)) + 52<01272>
— 68%(C120,3) + 68%(C12C3.4) (6.80)

dropping, here and in what follows, the unessential reference to £ in the quenched averages.
If the two families £ and 1 were independent, then in (6.78) the average of the product
would factorize Ave,(we(§)w_,(n)) = —B*(N — (C42))? giving:

Ave (X'(8)Y) = 2(Cha) +26% ((CTq) — (Ch12)%) + 125 ((C12C54) — (C12Ca3)) -

In this case the self averaging of the normalized quantity X”(3)?/N (see Theorem 2) would

lead, in the large volume limit N — oo, to the well known identity [G]

((C?z) - <01,2>2) . (6.81)

| =

<01,202,3> - <01,2C3,4> =

However, our concern here is the computation of the quadratic fluctuations of X’(f) when
the sign of a given hamiltonian ¢ is flipped in the whole volume. Therefore we have to set
£=nin (6.78). The computation requires, once again, the repeated use of the integration

by parts formula

BEi+BE; —B&i+PBE;
Ave(we(§w—¢(€)) = Ave (Zf@m> AVSZC”W
82 e —B&;+BE;
+ Avﬁzzc’kcﬂa@a@{ Ze(B) Ze(— BJ' 652)

The average in (6.82) is expressed through a set of mized quenched state: for instance,
the first term in right-hand side of the previous equation is

C N 6.83
(Cr2)4,- sz ”m (6.83)

1,
Generalizing the previous definition we have, for instance, that (—); . _ , represents
the thermal average taken with the usual boltzmannfaktor (i.e. with the sign — in the

exponent) in the first, second and fourth copy, and with the opposite sign in the third
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one. Moreover, the symbol (—=); 1 ., with all the subscripts + (or —, because of the
symmetry of the gaussian distribution), is the usual quenched measure ( —). The explicit

computation gives:

O [ ) ez o 2(02 262(C1.5C
8&5& [Zg(ﬁ)zg(—ﬁ)} __5 + 5 < 172>+,+_6< 1,2>+7—+ 5< 1,2 2,3>+7—,+

_4B2 <Cl,2C2,3>+,+,— + 4ﬁ2<01,203,4>+7+,+7_ - ﬁ2<01,203,4>+,+,—,— - 52<CI,2C3,4>+,—,+,—

and finally:

AVE(X,(ﬁ)z) =2((C12)4+ + (Cr2)4,-) + 26 (<012,2>+,+ - (Cl2,2>+,—) (6.84)
— 487 (3(C12Cs3)+ 1+ — (C12Ca3) 4 — 1+ 4+ 2(C12Cs3) 4 4+ )
+ 2B%(6(C12C34) 444+ + 4(C12C54) 1 4 +— — (C12C34)+ 1+ — — (C12C54) 1 — 1)

If we choose now ¢ to be the Hamiltonian family defined in section 2, we obtain the

following;:

Theorem 2 Consider the Guassian spin glass with Hamiltonian & given in (2.1). In the

infinite volume limit and for almost all values of 3, we have

[(cTa)ss — (o)t -] —2[3(crocas)s 1+ — (Croca3)4— 4 + 2{C12023) 4 4]

+[6{cL20s.4) v + Ac1263) 4 4 - — (C12634) 44—~ — (C12034)+,—+,-] =0 (6.85)

where (¢} ,) 4.~ (and analogously for the other terms) is the overlap expectation in the
quenched state constructed form the mized Boltzmann-Gibbs state with one copy given by

the original system and the other copy given by the flipped systems, e.g.

(1 2)+— = Av(wew_e(ci(o,7))) -

Proof.

The proof is a simple consequence of well known results. The sequence of convex functions
Pe()/N converges almost everywhere in J to the limiting value a(f) of its average and the
convergence is self averaging (i.e. Var(P¢(5)/N) — 0). By general convexity arguments
[RU] it follows that the sequence of derivatives P{(8)/N converges to u(f) = a'(3) al-

most everywhere in 3 and also that the convergence is self averaging (Var(P¢(8)/N) — 0,
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B-a.e.) [S, OTW]|. These remarks apply obviously also to P_¢(/)/N and to its deriva-
tive, with the same limiting functions a(f) and a/(f). Thus we have that X(8)/N =
Pe(B)/N—P_e(B)/N and its derivative X’(5)/N vanish a.e. in J in the large volume limit.
Moreover, Var(X’(3)/N) = Var(P{(B)/N)+Var(P_.(8)/N)—2cov (Pé(ﬁ)/N, Plg(ﬁ)/N),
thus estimating the covariance with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have

Var(X'(3)/N) < 4Var(Pi(B)/N) =0, f—a.e. (6.86)

for N — oo. Therefore, dividing (6.84) by N? and taking the limit we obtain the result.
UJ

7 Triviality of the Random Field model

In this section we compute explicitly the expression appearing in Theorem 1

<Ci2>t,s —2(C12C23)s,t.5 T (C12C3.4) 15,51 (7.87)
in the simple case of the random field. We will show that this linear combination of
overlap moments vanishes pointwise for all values of ¢ and s. We will then deduce the
triviality of the order parameter for the random field model.

We consider two families J; and J; fori = 1, ..., N of independent normally distributed
centered random variables with variance 1:
Av(JJ)) = Av(Jidy) = 6,5, Av(JiJ;) =0, (7.88)
and the random field hamiltonians

N N
§o = Z Jioi, Mo = Z Jio;. (7.89)
i=1 i=1

where 0; = +£1. We have that £ = {{,}, and n = {1,}, are two independent centered
Gaussian families (each having n = 2V elements indexed by the configurations o, N being

the volume) and covariance structure given by:

AV(SU&) = CJ,T = NQ(U’ T)’
Av(nen;) =Cor = Nq(o,7),
Av(&m,) = 0. (7.90)
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where ¢(o, T) is the site overlap of the two configurations o and 7:

q(o,7) = % Z oiTj . (7.91)

i,j=1

The interpolating Hamiltonian:
z,(t) = cos(t)&y + sin(t)n,, (7.92)
which is a stationary Gaussian process with the same distribution of ¢ and #:
Av(z,(t)xz,(t)) = Nq(o,T), (7.93)

defines the quenched deformed state on the replicated system, whose averages are denoted

with the usual notation, e.g. (—)ts, (—)sts --- -

Theorem 3 Consider the random field spin glass with Hamiltonian (7.89). In the limit

N — oo and for all values of t and s we have

VG o)s + 2 {@12)7 s + V3(Q12G23) 5.0, + Va{@1203.4) 1,550 = 0 (7.94)
for any choice of real v1,v2, Y3, 74 with y1 +v2 + v3 + 74 = 0.

Proof The simple proof relies on the following identities, derived in Appendix 2:

(Cra)?, = i(Av(tanh(Gi(t))tanh(Gi(s)))V+QN(t,s), (7.95)
(s = 1+ Oxlts) (7.96)
(C12C23)61s = iAV (tanh*(Gy(s))) + Qn(t, ), (7.97)
(C12C34) 1550 = éAv (tanh*(G;(t)) tanh®(G,(s))) + Qn(t, s), (7.98)
where
Gi(t) = cos(t)J; + sin(t).J;, (7.99)
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and Qn(t,s) is a term of order N2, see (9.118). Thus:
71(01272%,5 + 72<C1,2>t2,s + 73(C1,2C23) s 1.5 + 13(C1,2C3.4) 15,54 =

1+ 72 Y (Av(tanh(Gy(t)) tanh(Gy(5))))* + 73 Y Av (tanh®(Gi(s)))

i=1 =1

+71 Y Av (tanh*(G;(t)) tanh®(G;(s)))

=1
+(y1 +v2 + 3+ 71)On(t, 5),

i.e. the linear combination of the covariance matrix moments is of order N. Thus, since

| tanh(x)| < 1, we have

}71<012,2>t,s + 72(01,2>?,5 + v3(C1,2C23) 51,5 + 74(01,203,4>t,s,s,t‘

< |l + (val + sl + |al)N,

which can be rewritten, using the overlaps qi 2, ¢23, ¢34 between replicas, as

‘% <Q%,2>t,s + V2 (Q1,2>t278 +73(q1,202,3) s,t,5 + ”Y4<Q1,2Q3,4>t,s,s,t‘

Vol + sl + [l Il
< -/ 7.100
< N + e ( )

O
Among the relations of theorem 3, in the thermodynamic limit, we find the identity of

theorem 1 for the values 73 = 1,7 = 0,73 = =2,y = 1:

(12)es — 2(q1242,3) s + (01,243,4) 1,550 = 0 (7.101)

and the Ghirlanda-Guerra identities: for vy = 1,7 = 1,73 = —2, v, = 0 we find

1 1
(012028)s = 5(@E2)es + 5 (01207 (7.102)
for yy = 1,79 =2,7v3=0,74 = —3 we find
1, 2 9
(q12034) 5,5 = §<q1,2>t,s + §<Q1,2>t7s . (7.103)

Using (7.102) and (7.103) we can express (7.101) as:

1
<C_I%,2>t,s — 2{q1,202,3)s,t,s T (Q1,203,4) 5,50 = §(<Q%,2>t,s = <Q1,2>?,5) (7.104)
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The identity derived from the flip of the coupling thus imply a trivial order parameter
distribution. Indeed, since the identity (7.101) is true for every ¢ and s we can choose
t = s = 0 and then the interpolating states reduce to the usual quenched Boltzmann-Gibbs

state. From Eq. (7.104) we deduce a trivial overlap distribution.
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8 Appendix 1

In this appendix we will use the Gaussian integration by parts formula for correlated
Gaussian random variables zq, ..., z,:

AV(z(z1, o 2)) = O AV (27) Av (M) , (8.105)

i=1 0z

to compute the second moment of the pressure difference X(a,b). We have to evaluate

the average inside the integral (3.34)

Z Av (z (s)B(i,j;t,5)) = (8.106)

i,7=1

= sin(t)sin(s ZAV §€;B(i,7;t,s)) —sin(t) cos(s ZAV &EmiB(i, j;t, s))

zyl zyl

— sin(s) cos(t ZAV EmiB(i,7;t,5)) + cos(t) cos(s ZAV (min; B(1,j5t,5))

i,j=1 i,j=1

22



where, for the sake of notation, we have introduced the symbol
evi(t)+z;(s)
B(i,j;t,s) = M
Applying (8.105) twice, we obtain

n 2
Av (£¢;B(i,5;t,s)) = Ci AV (B(i,5;t,s)) + E CixCjiAv (—a B(i, j;t, s)) (8.107)
Py &

n 2
Av (77277]3(%],@ S)) = Ci,jAV (B(Za]7t> S)) + Z Ci,kcj,ZAV ( a B(Z>]ata S)) (8108)
kim1 Onen.

. - - o -
Av (&n;B(i,j;t,s)) = Av (m:B(i, ji t,s)) = Z CiiCjoAv <mB(z,j;t, s)) (8.109)
ko f=1

The combination of the first two terms in the right hand sides of (8.107) and (8.108)
with the trigonometric coefficients given by (8.106) produce the quenched expectation
cos(t — 5)(C12)t.s-

The explicit computation of the derivatives is long but not difficult; the result is:

%Z&B(i,j; t,s) = B(i, j;t,s) {cos®(t) Ay + cos?(s) Ay + cos(t) cos(s)(Az + Aq)},
R o e . . . . .
WB(ZJ7 t,s) = B(i,j;t,s) {sin®(s)A; + sin’(s) Az + sin(t) sin(s)(As + As) },
0? o e . . .
—afkmB(Z’j7 t,s) = B(i, j;t,s) {sin(t) cos(t) A; + sin(s) cos(s) Az
+ sin(t) cos(s)As + sin(s) cos(t) A4},

where A, As, A3, A4 are combinations of Kronecker delta functions depending on the
indices i, 7, /, k and Boltzmann weights for the hamiltonians z(t) and z(s).

Using the previous formulas for the second derivatives and formulas (8.107),(8.108) and
(8.109), we see that the right hand side of (8.106) contains a linear combination of func-
tions A; with trigonometric coefficients given by the product of four factors taken from
{cos(t), sin(t), cos(s),sin(s)}. It is not difficult to recognize that the coefficient of Az is
—sin?(s — t) while the other are zero. Thus,

Z Av (25(t)a(s) B(i, j; 1, 8)) = cos(t — 5)(Cha)r,s — sin’(s — t)Av Z Z CixCjeAsB(i, j;t,5)

3,j=1 i,j=1k (=1
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and since
6xk (S) 6xl(t) emf(t) emk(s)

+

Az = 0,0k, — 5“% ~ Ok Z(t)  Z({t) Z(s)

we obtain
n n
. 2
Av Z Z CiiCieAsB(1,7;t,5) =< Cly > =2 < C12093 >1 50 + < C12C34 >4 551
ij=1k, =1

which proves (3.35).

9 Appendix 2

In this appendix we prove the identities (7.95),(7.96),(7.97),(7.98). Recalling the definition

(7.99) of the Gaussian variables G;(t), we can define the interpolating partition function

Z(t) = 3, exp(a,(1)) = 3, exp(3L, Gi(t)oy). (9.110)

A simple computation shows that

Z(t) = 2V [ ] cosh Gy(t). (9.111)

i=1
For any integer M < N, we consider the sublattice Ayy = {N — M +1,...,N} C

M and the subspace

Ay = {1,..., N} with its spin-configuration space Sy, = {—1, 1}
St ={(+1,0n_p19,...,0n),0: = £1} (we will drop the subscript when it is equal to
N, eg S =Sy, ST =5}, etc.). The interpolating Boltzmann-Gibbs random state on
the lattice Ay, is
N
S esu F@)exp (X yr Gilt)s)

Zy(t) = Z exp( Z Gi(t)ai> , (9.112)

o€SM i=N—-M+1

where f is a function on Sy;. This definition extends in the obvious way to the R-fold

product; for instance the 2-product measure for the parameter values ¢ and s is given by
M

ZU,TESM f(o,7)exp (Zi]\iN—M—H Gi(t)o; + Zi]\LN—M—H Gi(s)ﬂ')
wt,s(f) = ZM(t)ZM(S)
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where f is a function on Sy x Sp. In the sequel we will also write ws(—) instead of

wp(—)-
The computation of the moments of the covariance matrix is done evaluating (by induction

on M) the averages of the products of the overlaps between configurations of Sy,

N
1
QM(U> 7‘) = M | Z o;T; . (9114)
i=N—M+1
Indeed, the explicit computation shows that:
N 1 N-1 y.
wis(qn) = — tanh G (t) tanh G (s) + W (an-1), (9.115)

N N

then iterating the previous formula N — 1 times we obtain
| N
wi(an) = ;tanh(Gj (t)) tanh(G;(s)). (9.116)

since wy (q1) = tanh(Gn(t)) tanh(Gn(s)). Recalling the relation between overlaps and

covariance (7.90) and taking the average with respect to the disorder, we obtain:

(Chao)es = Z Av(tanh(G;(t)) tanh(Gy(s))), (9.117)
thus N
(Ci2)i, = Z(Av(tanh(Gi(t)) tanh(G;(s))))% + Qn(t, s)
where

On(t,s) =2 Z Av [tanh(G,(t)) tanh(G,(s))] Av [tanh(G,(t)) tanh(Gy(s))] (9.118)

1<j<t<N
is a term of order N?. This proves (7.95).

For the squared overlap the following relation holds

N-—1
1 2 . —_

wrs(qx) = ~ T W — j) tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G;(s))w/s  (qn-1). (9.119)

j=1

Since for M < N
1 N
wi(qur) = i > tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G,(s)) (9.120)
J=N—-M+1
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we can write
wis(qy) = % + Ni Z tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G;(s)) tanh(Gy(t)) tanh(Ge(s)) (9.121)
and finally
(01272),25 =142 Z Av [tanh(G)(t)) tanh(G;(s)) tanh(Gy(t)) tanh(Gy(s))] .

1<j<t<N

From the independence of the random variables G;(t) (see (7.99)), we have that the

average in the right hand side of the previous formula factorizes, thus we obtain (7.96):
(CEa)es =1+ Qnlt,s).

The second term in (7.87) is computed considering the average of gy (o, v)gn (7, 7) where

v,0,7 € S. We have

Wl (4w (0, 7)an (3, 7)) = iz tanh®(Ga(s))
—i—% tanh(G(t)) tanh(Gy(s)) Zjvzz tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G;(s))

+ (N]\_f 1>2Wévts (gn-1(0", Y )an-1(7', 7)) (9.122)

where o’,~/, 7" are the restriction of o, 7, 7 to Sy_1. Asin the previous cases, iterating this

formula and taking into account that w?, ,(¢1(c,7)q1(y, 7)) = tanh*(Gy(s)) we obtain

Wl lan (0, 7)an (7:7)) = 3z L1, tanh? (Gi(s)
N2 Z tanh( ;(t)) tanh(G, (s ))Zz— 1 tanh(Gy(t)) tanh(Gy(s)),  (9.123)

then
N

<Cl720273>37t73 = Z Av (tanh2(Gi(s))) + QN(t, 8).

i=1
which proves (7.97). The computation of the last term in (7.87) is simple because in this

case the random product measure factorizes:

Whs,5,6(2(0, 7)q(7, K)) = wi s (g0, 7))ws e (q (7, K)). (9.124)
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Then, using (9.116) we have

Wisst(q(0,T)q(7, k) = % Z tanh(G,(t)) tanh(G,(s)) tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G;(s))(9.125)

and

(C12C034) 15,50 = Z Av (tanh(Gj(t)) tanh(G;(s)) tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G;(s)))  (9.126)
which, using the symmetry of a; ; = Av (tanh(G;(t)) tanh(G;(s)) tanh(G;()) tanh(G;(s))),
gives (7.98):

N

(C12C3a) 15,50 = Y Av (tanh®(G;(t)) tanh*(Gy(s))) + Qn(t, ).

j=1
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